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Response to Applicants Arguments/Amendment 
The amendment to the claims filed on 3/26/2007 has been entered and made of 
record. 

Regardirig the drawings Element 8 in figure 1 1 still requires a legend. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. With regard to claims 6, 20-22, 
25-30, 32, 36, 40 and 41 a new rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 has been made 
based upon the amendment. A new rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection for 
claims 44 and 46 has also been provided. 

Objections to the Drawings 

New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in this 
application because figure 1 1 element requires a descriptive legend in the 
functional block. 37 CFR 1.84(o) states: Suitable descriptive legends may be 
used subject to approval by the Office, or may be required by the examiner 
where necessary for understanding of the drawing. They should contain as few 
words as possible. Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent 
patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
no longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings are required in reply 
to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The requirement for 
corrected drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Objections to the Claims 

Claim 38 is objected to because of the following informalities: “the ratio” should 
read “a ratio". Appropriate correction is required. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 44 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 44 and 46 are 
rejected for being non-statutory because the medium, which the computer 
program is stored on, must be a computer readable medium. Examiner suggests 
the following language “a computer readable medium storing a computer 
program.” 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 112 2"*' Paragraph 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 6, 20-22, 25-30, 32, 36, 40 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Re claim 20, claim 20 contains the language “determining a ratio between a first 
change value and another change value, wherein said first change value is the 
smaller of the absolute values of the selected minimum and maximum values 
and said another change value is any of the remaining original change values.” 
This statement is unclear because “another change value” appears to refer to a 
“change value” selected in the “selecting” step not an "original change value” 
calculated in the “computing” step, which creates confusion with the 
“determining” step above. It’s therefore not clear whether “another change value” 
refers to a “original change value” or a “change value.” 

Examiner suggests to avoid confusion applicant amend the claims to refer to 
“selected change values” and “original change values” and not use only the 
language “change value” so there is no ambiguity which are being referred too. 

Re claims 21-22, 25-30, 32 these claims are rejected because they depend from 
claim 20. 

Re claim 6, Claim 6 has the same problem as claim 20 where “another change 
value” is referred to as an “original change value” 
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Re claim 36, claims 36 depends from canceled claim 34, for the purposes of 
examination, examiner is assuming claim 36 depends from claim 33. 

Re claims 40 and 41 , claims 40 and 41 depend from canceled claim 39, for the 
purposes of examination examiner is assuming claims 40 and 41 depend from 
claim 38. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 1, 3-5, 7-19, 33, 35, and 37 are allowed, claims 6 20-22, 25-30, 32 36. 40 
and 41 contain allowable subject matter but have a 1 12 2"'‘ paragraph rejection 
because of the reasons cited in the previous action, claims 44 and 46 contain 
allowable subject matter but have a 101 rejection, claim 38 contains allowable 
subject matter but has a minor formality objection. Claims 42-43 are objected to 
for depending from a objected base claim but would otherwise be allowable. 

Claim 1 ,33, 38 and 44 and 46 contain allowable subject matter because Tsai 
does not disclose determining a ratio based on maximum and minimum change 
values. Claim 20 contains allowable subject matter because the Rotling does not 
perform determining a ratio based on maximum and minimum change values in a 
sharpening process as now claimed. Claim 47 contains allowable subject matter 
because the Rotling does not perform determining a ratio based on maximum 
and minimum change values in a sharpening process as now claimed. 
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Cited References 

The references Hibbard et al US 4,962,419, Avinash US 7,020,343, Hunter et al 

US 7,006,686, and Lin et al US 6,628,330 have been cited as relevant prior art 

/ 

but have not been used in a rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Sean Motsinger whose telephone number is 
571-270-1237. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner’s supervisor, Jingge Wu can be reached on (571)272-7429. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Motsinger 



5/31/2007 





